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the whole truth and had asked the
American people for forgiveness, I be-
lieve he would have been forgiven.

Today there is a pall of doubt over
the Presidency. Not being forthcoming
with whatever the truth may be leaves
doubt about the bond of trust between
the President and the people and keeps
open the question of fitness to serve in
high office. The only way America can
put this behind us once and for all is to
be assured that when the President
speaks, he is telling the truth. I hope
this President can give this assurance.
If President Clinton tells the American
people the whole truth and needs for-
giveness, I believe he will be forgiven.

But let us remember, all of us, all of
us err and make mistakes, including
me. No one, not one is perfect. But for
forgiveness and healing to take place,
there must first be confession and
truth, and then we can move on.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Washington (Mrs. LINDA
SMITH) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington
addressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)
f

HONORING KAREN SUE NOBUMOTO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to commemorate a remarkable
woman from the 37th District of California:
Karen Sue Nobumoto. Ms. Nobumoto is an
exceptional leader in the field of law within the
African American community and the Los An-
geles area. She has inspired young lawyers
and law students throughout her long history
with the John M. Langston Bar Association,
and has dedicated her life to giving back to
her community. As she completes her one
year term as President of the Langston Bar
Association, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to recognize her long list of achieve-
ments.

Ms. Nobumoto received her Bachelor of Arts
degree in Political Science from the University
of Hartford in West Hartford, Connecticut in
1973. She continued her studies at South-
western University School of Law in Los Ange-
les, where she obtained her Juris Doctorate
degree in 1989. Throughout her years at
Southwestern University, Ms. Nobumoto
served as an active student leader. She was
the President of the Black Law Students Asso-
ciation and Vice-Dean of the Delta Theta Phi
Law Fraternity.

Ms. Nobumoto has served on the board of
directors of the John M. Langston Bar Asso-
ciation continuously since 1987. In 1988, she
received the President’s Special Recognition
Award and received the same award again in
1996. She served as the first student Section
Chairperson and worked with the past presi-
dent to institute the Langston Law Student Ca-
reer Day and Mentor Program. She also man-
aged the Law Student Scholarship Program in

1990 and succeeded in increasing the scholar-
ship funds distributed to African American law
students over the past seven years.

Perhaps more important than this long list of
achievements, is Ms. Nobumoto’s unyielding
determination and strong commitment to leav-
ing no stone unturned when it comes to plan-
ning the critical path to success. She has at-
tended every Langston board meeting and
monthly meeting and represented the
Langston Bar Association at over sixty-five dif-
ferent events throughout this past year. In ad-
dition to her work for Langston, Ms. Nobumoto
is a hardworking Trial Deputy in the Office of
the District Attorney in Los Angeles. She has
also served on the Ethnic Minority Relations
Committee of the State Bar from 1987 to 1990
and was the Vice-Chair of the Committee from
1989 to 1990. In 1990, she was also elected
to a District 7 seat on the California Young
Lawyers Association Board of Directors.

Clearly, Karen Nobumoto’s commitment to
carrying forward the tradition of service and
leadership that defines the Langston Bar As-
sociation has made her one of the greatest
Presidents to serve Langston. I am honored to
know Ms. Nobumoto and wish her the best of
luck as she pursues a position on the State
Bar Board of Governors. Karen Nobumoto is a
shining example of what it means to lead, to
educate and to truly make a difference for the
generations of today and tomorrow.
f

A RESOLUTION TO PROTECT
WINNIE THE POOH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. LOWEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
introduce a resolution to protect
Winnie the Pooh and his friends from
being taken away from their safe and
comfortable home at the New York
Public Library. For 10 years Winnie the
Pooh has held court in the New York
Public Library, delighting millions of
New Yorkers. But in recent days a
member of the British Parliament has
been expressing her intention to take
them away from their home.

As a mother of three and a grand-
mother of two, I am determined to
keep Winnie the Pooh right where he
belongs in New York City. Quite frank-
ly, the British have their heads in a
honey jar, if they think they are tak-
ing Winnie the Pooh out of New York
City.

Mr. Speaker, Christopher Milne, son
of the creator of Winnie the Pooh and
the real life model for Christopher
Robin, gave his blessing to the New
York Public Library’s display of his
childhood friends before his death 2
years ago. Winnie the Pooh, Tigger,
Eeyore, Kanga and Piglet belong in
New York, and this resolution will en-
sure that they stay there.

H. CON. RES. —

Whereas Winnie-the-Pooh, Tigger, Eeyore,
Kanga, and Piglet have lived safely and com-
fortably in a climate-controlled, bulletproof
case at the New York Public Library for ten
years.

Whereas they bring happiness to the 750,000
people who visit them each year.

Whereas Christopher Milne, the model for
Christopher Robin, gave his blessing to the
New York Public Library’s public display of
his childhood friends before his death.

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress of the
United States expresses its strong support
for the residents of Pooh Corner to remain at
the New York Public Library.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FOLEY addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extension of Remarks.)
f

THE FUTURE OPPORTUNITY AND
WELL-BEING OF OUR CHILDREN
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. RIGGS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
take this opportunity to address the
House under special orders on a topic
that I think is of really paramount im-
portance to our country, and that is
the future opportunity and well-being
of our children. I rise to talk today a
little bit about our congressional, by
that I mean House and Senate, Repub-
lican agenda for improvement of our
schools, to ensure that every American
child, especially those that come from
disadvantaged back-
grounds, socioeconomically disadvan-
taged backgrounds, has access to a
high quality education and the kind of
skills training that can unlock the fu-
ture for that young person.

I have had the opportunity on many
occasions, as many of the Members of
this House have, to have my children
accompany me to work sort of a dad
takes daughter to work day. I have had
my young daughter Sarah Anne, who is
11, going on 21, I think, at times, with
me here on the House floor. And it has
been a wonderful experience. It has
given her an opportunity to see first-
hand what I do as an elected Member of
Congress. It has helped her not only
better understand what I do, but it has
helped her, I think, become a more re-
sponsible young person in her upbring-
ing.

I can harken back a few years ago,
when I first was elected to Congress,
and the Sarah who is now in the fifth
grade back then was in the second
grade. And on the first day of school as
the boys and girls were going around
the classroom, when it came her turn
to say what mom and dad do for a liv-
ing, she piped up very proudly, my dad
is FRANK RIGGS. He runs for Congress.
Well, as they say, out of the mouths of
babes. Since then, as I mentioned, she
has come to have a far better under-
standing of what I do and what the pur-
pose is of the Congress as our National
Legislature.

I think our primary purpose, our
most important objective has got to be,
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as I said before, the future of our chil-
dren. They are all our children. They
are, they represent our hopes, our
dreams, our common mission. I am
here today out of concern for, address-
ing the House under special orders out
of concern for her future and the future
of her generation, and for that matter
a generation of children yet unborn.

I want to talk about how the children
of tomorrow can receive a better edu-
cation today and what we might do in
the remaining months of this legisla-
tive session of Congress over the course
of this year, between now and the tar-
geted final adjournment of this Con-
gress in early October.

But before I get into that, as I was
talking about my daughter Sarah
Anne, I also harken back to my days as
a local Little League and school board
president. I had the dubious distinction
of serving in both capacities at the
same time, and I like to tell my col-
leagues that if they really want to
know what politics are all about, they
should try being both a Little League
president and a school board president
at the same time.

There is an old saying that was, I be-
lieve, coined by a former Speaker of
the House of Representatives, Tip
O’Neill, who said that all politics are
local, and it does not get any more
local than being Little League presi-
dent and school board president at the
same time.

So I sort of jokingly have made that
statement, but quite seriously, if you
want to know what politics are all
about, forget about matters of war and
peace and life and death, which we
sometimes have to confront out on the
House floor, and try dealing with the
responsibilities of being Little League
president and school board president at
the same time and a constituency of
many, many parents who do not at all
times necessarily agree with the offi-
cial positions of a little league or a
school board.

I can say though that that experience
has taught me that there is that shared
concern about children. Everyone is
concerned about their own children ob-
viously, and there is a larger concern
that many times extends to all chil-
dren in the community, and while I
personally do not agree with the phi-
losophy that it takes a village to raise
a child, because that seems to shift the
responsibility for raising that child
from the parents, the immediate fam-
ily, to a larger and more amorphous in-
stitution known as a community or a
village, and too often puts the trust
and responsibility for raising children
in government instead of where it prop-
erly belongs with those parents in that
particular home, I can again say that
we all have concerns about our chil-
dren and want to create obviously a
better future for our children. That is
what brings us together as concerned
citizens and as leaders in our respec-
tive communities, whether it be a posi-
tion of elected leadership or whether it
be some other position of leadership as

perhaps through civic affairs or busi-
ness involvement.

I am going to talk a little bit about
our children. The first thing I want to
address since there is some very real
concern about the future of Social Se-
curity, the first thing I want to men-
tion is that this Congress over the
course of last year and the previous
Congress, which represent about 31⁄2
years to date of a Republican control of
the Congress, this Congress and the
past Congress have made some tremen-
dous strides in creating a better future
for our children and fulfilling our
promises to the American people. We
have adopted a balanced budget, and as
the President told the country the
other night in his State of the Union
address, we are on the verge of realiz-
ing that goal, and we are really on the
verge of seeing the Federal Govern-
ment for the foreseeable future gener-
ating a budget surplus, not a budget
deficit, a budget surplus here in Wash-
ington. In fact, the current trend line
projections for the Federal budget indi-
cate surpluses, not deficits, surpluses
as far as the eye can see. That is very
encouraging news, and we are going to
have a debate that will commence this
year and continue again for the fore-
seeable future in terms of how to best
utilize that budget surplus.

We have lowered taxes, especially
through a $500-per-child tax credit for
hard-working, overburdened families,
families, the median family income tax
burden in America today being roughly
38 percent of that family’s income, 38
percent going to taxing authorities at
all levels, Federal, State and local. We
have taken the first steps again to
lower the tax burden on families, espe-
cially families with dependent chil-
dren, under the theory that those fami-
lies deserve to keep more of what they
earn, and they are in a far better posi-
tion to determine how to spend that
money to benefit or to benefit their
children and to create a better future
for their children than any Federal
Government bureaucracy back here in
Washington.

We have also overhauled welfare.
That reform is helping millions of our
fellow Americans move from welfare to
work. Many of those are single mothers
that struggle against heroic odds, and
by improving the quality of life for
welfare recipients as they make that
transition from welfare to work, we are
also obviously creating a better future
for the children of those households.

But we do have a long ways to go in
terms of improving the future for our
children. I mentioned briefly education
reform. But we also are looking now at
fundamental reform of the Tax Code. In
my view, we have to have campaign fi-
nance reform at the Federal level be-
cause if we really want to change the
way we govern, we have to change the
way we campaign for office.

And we need entitlement reform or
reform of the entitlement programs,
the so-called old age entitlement pro-
grams of Social Security and Medicare,

if we want to make sure that those pro-
grams are preserved and strengthened;
that is to say, to make sure that they
are financially solvent well into the
21st century.

b 1500
Now, House and Senate Republicans

do have a real plan for Social Security,
and I make reference to a commentary
that was written in the Washington
Times by Senator TRENT LOTT, the
Senate majority leader, and he points
out in this article that we are attempt-
ing to bring about fundamental re-
structuring of the Social Security pro-
gram. His commentary begins by say-
ing the President says he wants to talk
about Social Security.

Talking is the easy part. Doing the
right thing is another matter. Let us
review the Clinton record. For 5 years
the President has talked about entitle-
ment reform, but almost all progress
has come from a congressional coali-
tion of Republicans and centrist Demo-
crats. True, the President passed incre-
mental Medicare and Medicaid changes
in 1993, but unlike our more recently
enacted reforms, his bill made no at-
tempt at structural spending changes;
in other words, fundamental overhaul
of these programs, and instead relied
on raising taxes to temporarily shore
up those programs.

In 1994, the President proposed, as I
think we all now know, a Federal Gov-
ernment, a big government takeover of
health care. Setting aside the obvious
demerits of subjecting one-seventh of
the economy to government price con-
trols, his plan would have created mas-
sive new entitlements and accelerated
government spending. At the same
time, however, the bipartisan Entitle-
ment Commission, chaired by Demo-
cratic Senator ROBERT KERREY, Sen-
ator KERREY of Nebraska, concluded
that the present spending trends for
the old age entitlement programs, So-
cial Security and Medicare, are
unsustainable.

The President ignored the Entitle-
ment Commission and its chairman,
but the newly elected Republican con-
gressional majority did not. We passed
structural Medicare and Medicaid re-
forms in 1995, only to have them be ve-
toed and demagogued by the President.

The White House’s demagoguery was
supplemented, as we now know, by tens
of millions of dollars in union-funded
attack ads that were targeted at in-
cumbent Republicans around the coun-
try, including myself in the 1996 elec-
tions and, unfortunately, made Medi-
care a partisan campaign issue in 1996
and turned it into just another politi-
cal football, another partisan ‘‘he said,
she said’’ type of argument. However, 1
year later, in a nonelection year, last
year, 1997, the President signed reforms
that were very similar to the ones that
he had vetoed and demagogued for over
a year. He signed similar reforms into
law.

Now, early last year both a Federal
commission and Alan Greenspan con-
cluded that the Consumer Price Index
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overstates increases in the cost of liv-
ing by about 1 percent. Senator LOTT
then proposed appointing a panel of
technical experts to correct these
flaws. However, again, the President
and many congressional Democrats,
backed by the labor unions and some of
their other special interest allies, re-
fused to address this problem, reinforc-
ing this impression out there, this
stereotype, that entitlement reform
continues to be the third rail of Amer-
ican politics; that if one goes anywhere
near it as an elected official they just
might get electrocuted, in a political
sense that is.

Last year the other body, the Senate,
passed historic Medicare reforms, in-
cluding raising the Medicare eligibility
age and means testing premiums for
more wealthy beneficiaries. And, in my
view, they deserve a lot of credit for
those actions. They also demonstrated
a bipartisan willingness to make politi-
cally difficult choices in the interest of
our children and in the name of their
future.

U.S. News and World Report called it
the Senate’s magic moment and won-
dered whether the President would get
on board. Well, the news that I share
with my colleagues and the American
people today is the President never
even got near the boat.

Now, we do have a newly created
Medicare commission, which was origi-
nally supposed to report in early 1999
to the Congress. To avoid having to ad-
dress Medicare in the State of the
Union address, next year’s State of the
Union address, the White House has
proposed that the commission postpone
their report to March. That would
mean, if that comes to pass, that the
President has ducked yet another op-
portunity to really exert presidential
leadership and make a difficult choice
on this most vexing issue.

Medicare is the second largest enti-
tlement, and it will grow $88 billion
over the next 5 years, more than total
Federal Government spending, more
than total Federal taxpayer spending
on crime, education and the environ-
ment combined. Yet the President pro-
poses what we feel is a tremendously
irresponsible expansion of the Medicare
program for early retirees and refuses
to allow seniors to use their own
money to pay a doctor.

Of course, he knows in making that
proposal, which he mentioned last
Tuesday night, or a week ago Tuesday
night in his State of the Union address,
he knows that that expansion will be
popular because he is offering a politi-
cal goody, another entitlement, if you
will, to a demographic group with a
high voter turnout; upper income peo-
ple in their 50s and 60s, who could af-
ford to retire early and buy into the
Medicare program.

His proposal, however, would benefit
only the wealthiest beneficiaries and
would encourage employers to dump
older workers and early retirees into a
government program.

So in the name of entitlement re-
form, the President raised tax employ-

ees to reduce the deficit, ignored the
entitlement commission, he has
demagogued both Medicare and Medic-
aid, he has refused to consider the Sen-
ate bipartisan proposal to fix the Con-
sumer Price Index problem which over-
states the annual rate of inflation, he
has rejected the bipartisan Medicare
beneficiaries reforms, and he has now
delayed the Medicare commission.
That is not true presidential leader-
ship.

On top of all that, he now proposes to
expand the second largest entitlement
program, yet says he wants to reform
the largest. He proposes to expand
Medicare at the same time he is talk-
ing about reforming Social Security.
Why should the American people be-
lieve him? And I am going to have
more to say later on the President’s
trustworthiness.

So we have a tremendous challenge
ahead in terms of entitlement reform.
It is one of the chief pieces of unfin-
ished business in this Congress and, in
my view, will be probably confronting
the next Congress, when we consider
that just over the horizon, the chal-
lenge that lies just over the horizon, 75
million baby boomers will begin retir-
ing around 2008.

That happens to be my generation. I
admit it. I am one of the baby boomers.
We have to address this problem and
we have to adjust our programs for the
aging, the graying of the American
population. If we fail to do that, then
these programs which constitute the
social safety net in America are, in my
view, in real jeopardy, especially for
those who are most dependent upon
these programs in their retirement,
low income individuals, many of whom
have to rely on a fixed income to make
ends meet.

So the challenge for this Congress,
and it is a bipartisan challenge, is how
can we convince the President that we
are willing to tackle Social Security
and Medicare reform on a serious and,
I would hope, nonpartisan basis. We
have the proposals out on the table.
And as Senator LOTT, Majority Leader
in the Senate, points out, we really do
need to have, and as Speaker GINGRICH
has said, we really do need to have an
adult conversation about reforming
and preserving Social Security in this
country.

We believe that Americans want
more than talk; that they have a right
to expect more than talk from their
elected officials when it comes to enti-
tlement reform, and that the onus is
now on the President to close this
enormous credibility gap that is cre-
ated by the discrepancy between what
he says on the one hand and what he
has done on the other with respect to
entitlement reform, because, as we all
know, actions speak louder than words.

So entitlement reform is a critical
issue facing this country. We also know
that the time has come to make a com-
mitment to fundamentally reforming
the Tax Code. The current Federal in-
come tax system is economically de-

structive. It is inconsistent with the
principles of a free society, and many
of us are joining together in this Con-
gress to work towards the enactment
of a new, simple and fairer system that
would apply a single low rate of taxes
to all Americans. We want to move
from the present system of taxation to
a simpler, flatter, fairer Tax Code and
tax system and a single rate of tax-
ation for all Americans.

We want to continue to provide tax
relief for working Americans. And
when we consider all the abuses that
have come to light from recent hear-
ings here in Washington and the hear-
ings that many of us have had in our
congressional districts around the
country, we want to protect, do a bet-
ter job of protecting the rights of tax-
payers against tax collection abuses by
the IRS.

I also believe, going back to the
theme and the importance of creating a
better future for our children, that we
have to eliminate the bias in our
present Tax Code against savings and
investment. It is one of the perverse in-
centives that riddles American life
when we consider that we have a Tax
Code and a tax system that continues
to promote consumption and spending
over savings and investment. If we can
eliminate that bias, if in fact we can
emphasize savings and investment, we
can reduce the tremendous strain that
is going to be placed on those old age
entitlement, the old age retirement
programs, the Social Security and
Medicare that I just mentioned a mo-
ment ago, when the baby boomer gen-
eration reaches retirement age.

So tax reform, entitlement reform,
campaign finance reform, education re-
form are all critical in terms of the
challenges facing this Congress and fu-
ture Congresses as we look at the fu-
ture and try to create more oppor-
tunity and more security for our young
people.

I think it is safe to say that congres-
sional Republicans want to take this
country to a new level of freedom and
opportunity through less taxes and
more choices for families by improving
our schools. And we are going to be
looking at a number of educational
proposals that are now pending before
the Congress.

I happen to chair the education sub-
committee in the House of Representa-
tives, the so-called Subcommittee on
Early Childhood, Youth and Families,
and we are moving forward on a num-
ber of fronts right now. We had a very
successful legislative year last year, a
very ambitious year, where we passed
legislation to improve the education of
children with learning disabilities and
special needs, to expanding vocational
education and technical training op-
portunities for those young people who
are not college bound or who, if they go
to college, may not complete college,
so that they actually have employable
skills that they can market in the real
world of business and private enter-
prise.
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We have passed legislation that will

encourage States and local school dis-
tricts to create more independent pub-
lic schools. These are called charter
schools. And this is a very simple con-
cept where local schools, and by local I
mean that individual school is given a
great deal of freedom and autonomy to
experiment in education and to make
improvements and innovations.

Charter schools are, to date, a very
successful experiment in decentraliza-
tion and deregulation in public edu-
cation. And based on the early results,
charter schools have led to an increase,
an improvement in pupil performance
at those charter schools. And that is
really the bottom line.

Charter schools are also a step, a
milestone, I guess we could say, on the
road to creating full parental choice in
public education today. I happen to be-
lieve that parents should be given the
full range of choice among all compet-
ing institutions; that parents, as the
consumers of education, the people who
pay the majority of taxes for public
education, should be empowered to se-
lect the school and the education that
is most appropriate for their child, and
that no one is better positioned, better
able to make that decision regarding
that child’s welfare and the schooling
that is appropriate for that child than,
obviously, the parent or parents of that
child.

I am encouraged that we are moving
forward with charter school legisla-
tion. The Senate, the other body, has
indicated that they are going to be
taking up our charter school legisla-
tion in the context of their very com-
prehensive education plan, which they
are calling the BOKS legislation, the
Better Opportunities for our Kids and
Schools Act, and the acronym, as I
mentioned, is BOKS. So I am pleased
that they are recognizing that Federal
taxpayers and the Federal Government
have a role in expanding charter
schools.

b 1515

I want to quote to my colleagues
from an article in the Weekly Standard
edition of December 8, 1997, in an arti-
cle that was written by David Brooks,
the senior editor of the Weekly Stand-
ard, where he says that,

The early evidence suggests that these tax-
supported independent schools, charter
schools, run by their own boards, their own
board of trustees, their own governing board,
within the public system raised student
achievement. Moreover, if the country is
going to shift eventually to a voucher sys-
tem,

this is the idea where parents would
have tuition scholarships through tax-
payer funding to select the school, the
education that is appropriate for their
children.

Moreover, if the country is going to
shift eventually to a voucher system, it
will first have to pass through a char-
ter phase so that when choice prevails
there will be a variety of independent
schools to choose from. Charters can

prove to the public that alternatives
exist to a centralized system and so lay
the intellectual groundwork for vouch-
ers.

So I am pleased again that we are
going to be moving forward on charter
school legislation over the coming
months in the Second Session of Con-
gress.

However, charters are just one form
of empowering parents through choice,
just one way, if you will, of infusing
competition and great accountability
into the education system in America
today.

There are several other forms of edu-
cation choice, including tax credits, as
have been implemented in certain
States. Minnesota, under Governor
Carlson, immediately comes to mind.

I mentioned tuition scholarships, or
vouchers. We are going to be looking
again at opportunity scholarships for
underprivileged District of Columbia
children here in the next few weeks, fo-
cusing specifically on those children
who are attending unsafe and/or under-
performing schools.

And, of course, Senator COVERDELL
and Speaker GINGRICH have also pro-
posed the ideas of education savings ac-
counts where parents could contribute
after-tax dollars to an IRA, an Individ-
ual Retirement Account, for education
purposes and then make withdrawals
tax-free for any education expense, in-
cluding education expenses associated
with their child attending a private
primary or secondary, a private ele-
mentary or high school. So we are
moving forward aggressively on ex-
panding educational choice in this
country and empowering parents.

Now, I do have a couple other things
to mention in the area of education.

I mentioned that House and Senate
Republicans are working on a com-
prehensive measure to improve edu-
cation that would allocate money to
better train teachers and parents to
teach reading.

We are also looking at another pilot
program for vouchers for low-income
students that would be patterned after
our legislation for the District of Co-
lumbia but would potentially allow
other school districts, primarily urban
school districts, to pursue the idea of
vouchers on a pilot basis to see if, in
fact, those vouchers, those tuition
scholarships, increase or improve pupil
performance and give parents a way
out of failing school districts.

And I just cannot stress how impor-
tant that is. Because I personally be-
lieve that our country could not afford
to lose another generation of urban
schoolchildren.

So we are going to be pursuing a
voucher pilot in school districts around
the country.

We mentioned charter schools. We
are also looking at legislation that
would require that the great majority
of Federal taxpayer spending for edu-
cation go down to the classroom level,
down to that local school district, and
from there to that individual school,

and from there into the classroom,
hopefully, to pay someone who knows
that child’s name.

The idea is very simple. We want to
get the most bang for the buck. We do
not want the money continuing to be
siphoned off for bureaucracy at the
Federal or State or even, for that mat-
ter, local district school level. We want
to drive it down locally into that class-
room to pay someone who knows that
child’s name, under the theory that
those dollars should follow the child.
And, again, we are going to be looking
at legislation that would test teachers’
skills and provide them with merit pay
raises.

I personally believe that the teaching
profession is a missionary calling. It is
one, quite honestly, where I think that
if we are honest and admit that we can-
not afford to pay the very best teachers
what they are truly worth and, con-
versely, anything that we pay to a bad
teacher is probably too much. But I
think we have to understand how im-
portant the teaching profession truly
is.

It has been said that a teacher can
affect eternity because they never
know where their influence on that
child might end. So we are going to be
looking at a way, again, where we can
assist and enhance the teaching profes-
sion and where we can encourage more
accountability and more incentive in
the teaching profession.

So we are moving forward on a num-
ber of fronts in education aggressively,
making it the top legislative priority
for the Republican congressional Ma-
jority.

However, we are not going to do as
the President has discussed, which is
attempt to finance a bunch of new Fed-
eral education programs out of the fu-
ture anticipated revenues resulting
from a settlement of the tobacco class-
action lawsuit against the States. It
would be foolish. It would be unwise. It
would be imprudent. It would be some-
thing that we would not do in our lives,
in our homes or in our businesses, to
spend money before we actually have
it.

Our education proposal will be fully
paid for. It will not involve new Fed-
eral spending. It will not involve rais-
ing taxes. It will not rely on the pre-
sumed revenues from the tobacco set-
tlement.

We believe that one of the ways that
we can pay for our education spending
is to take all of these categorical pro-
grams that are housed back here in
Washington, they are located primarily
in the Department of Education, but
they are spread, to be honest about it,
spread about the whole Government
bureaucracy, they are administered by
a number of different Federal depart-
ments, agencies and commissions, and
take those programs and consolidate
them into a block grant to State and
local school districts.

The savings that result by reducing
bureaucracy here in Washington can go
a long ways towards helping to pay for
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education initiatives. So I want to
make sure that I stress that our Fed-
eral education programs, as we prepare
for a debate on the fiscal year 1999 Fed-
eral budget, we will be having a debate
out here on the House floor in the com-
ing weeks on a budget resolution, and
once we adopt a budget resolution that
sets the Federal spending limits for
1999 fiscal year, we will then be debat-
ing the 13 annual spending bills for the
Federal Government that effectively
implement the Federal Government.

But I want to emphasize that we are
not going to go back to smoking mir-
rors budgeting. We are not going to
rely on money that we do not have and
may never

receive here in Washington.
In fact, the gentleman from Texas

(Mr. ARMEY), the Majority Leader, who
has been a real leader in education re-
form both in the Congress and in the
District of Columbia public schools and
in other States and communities
around the country, a catalyst, a
change agent for fundamental reform
and improvement of our schools, he has
said as recently as just a couple days
ago something that kind of laid out the
parameters for what the Republican
congressional Majority will accept
with respect to tobacco legislation.

Majority Leader ARMEY said that the
President wants to use the tobacco
deal and about $65 billion in antici-
pated revenues that may not result
from the tobacco deal, the tobacco
class-action lawsuit settlement, as a
cash cow, that is the Majority Leader’s
term, to pay for a sweeping array of do-
mestic programs. And he made it very
clear that we are not going to accept
that position.

The Majority Leader also said that if
there is congressional action on to-
bacco legislation that it will be action
to use the money for the correct and
primary purpose of preventing teen
smoking; it will be focused on preven-
tion and cessation initiatives and on
health care research. Because, after all,
we have to remember that the tobacco
class-action lawsuit filed by the States
against the tobacco companies is to re-
cover the cost that taxpayers in those
States that both State and Federal
taxpayers have incurred through
spending on the Medicaid program for
tobacco-related illnesses.

So we want to put the money into
teen smoking initiatives, anti-smoking
initiatives, and in biomedical research.
And our health care initiatives, I be-
lieve, have tremendous bipartisan sup-
port as we concentrate more money
through the National Institutes of
Health on research into the causes and
prevention of cancer-related illnesses.

That is where we are going to spend
the money. We are not going to go
back into smoking mirrors budgeting
and start making budgeting decisions
over the coming year, over the coming
months, that is predicated on the set-
tlement of this lawsuit and the receipt
of millions or billions of dollars to the
Federal Treasury when, in fact, those
funds may not materialize.

Now, the other thing I want to say
about the President’s initiatives is,
quite simply, that he seems well-inten-
tioned. I do not doubt the President is
sincere when he talks about trying to
improve education, and I tend to agree
with him that partisan politics ought
to stop at the schoolhouse door when
we talk about education and improving
schools.

However, I also hasten to add that
the President seems to want to con-
centrate, when he talks about edu-
cation, wants to concentrate more and
more power and authority, more of the
dollars and the decision-making re-
sponsibility for education here in
Washington. And I do not think that is
the way to go; and I know that senti-
ment is shared by many, many of my
fellow Republicans, my congressional
colleagues, as well as many Repub-
licans around the country.

I do not think it makes sense at a
time when we are trying to bootstrap
improvement of our schools, at a time
when we are trying to encourage more
responsibility and accountability in
education, which, after all, has to
occur at the local level, right at that
individual school site level, which,
again, is keeping with the long-stand-
ing American tradition of local control
and decentralized decision-making edu-
cation. Given that, I do not think it
makes sense to try to create more and
more programs here in Washington and
invest more and more authority in the
United States Congress and in the Fed-
eral Government bureaucracy.

It does not make sense to constantly
nationalize and federalize these initia-
tives when, in fact, we ought to be
working to reduce bureaucracy here in
Washington in order to get more re-
sources and more decision making au-
thority out there to States and to the
local school districts where it will do
the most good.

I do not think, whether we are talk-
ing about national testing, as we were
debating on the House floor earlier
today, or any other of the President’s
new education proposals, to turn the
Congress of the United States into
some sort of national school board.

We want, again, to decentralize the
funding and decision making in edu-
cation. We respect the autonomy and
the authority of that local school dis-
trict.

I am a former school board member
myself, served 5 years on my hometown
school board including two terms as a
school board president. I have the
greatest respect for those people who
were there sort of on the front lines of
education, if you will, and who are
making those sort of policy decisions
on a daily basis in their local commu-
nities. They also are far more account-
able to the people who elected them,
their constituents, than we could ever
be.

I go back to what I said earlier about
serving as school board president and
Little League president in the same
year. I literally could not go anywhere

in my home community, could not go
into the corner grocery store without
encountering a constituent. I was in
the phone book. I was accessible.

It is that accessibility that I think is
paramount to improving the quality of
education in America today by increas-
ing the accountability that local
school districts have to the ultimate
consumers of education, parents and
guardians.

That is what we want to create here
in Washington. We want a new edu-
cation paradigm, a paradigm shift, if
you will, where we shift the attention
in education from the providers of edu-
cation, the whole education establish-
ment, to the consumers of education.
Again, the best way to do that is to
give those consumers the right to
choose the education that is most ap-
propriate and best suits their child.

So I wanted to kind of quickly touch
a little bit about where I see the Con-
gress going.

I mentioned the Social Security
problem. That is a problem not just for
the baby-boomers, as I mentioned in
my remarks, but for the children of the
baby-boomers, the so-called echo-
boomers.

Because if we do not take steps, obvi-
ously, to reform Social Security struc-
ture now well into the next century so
it is solvent when the baby-boomer
generation reaches retirement age, it
obviously will cease to exist in subse-
quent years when the children of those
baby-boomers, the echo-boomers, reach
retirement age.

So it is critically important we ad-
dress education reform, tax reform, en-
titlement reform, and I would hope
again entitlement reform.

But as critical as all those issues are,
I want to talk about one other issue in
my special order. That is the impor-
tance of moral leadership in America
today. Because everything that we
might say or do from a policy stand-
point pales to the personal example
that we set as elected decision makers,
as elected office holders.

With the possible exception of the
clergy, I do not think that there is a
position of greater public trust than
holding elective office. I am afraid
that, too often, we have wandered away
from that realization.

I am pondering this today because,
earlier today, this morning, we had the
National Prayer Breakfast. While it ap-
pears that our country is sailing along
on a polite course and enjoying peace
and prosperity in a booming economy,
underneath that veneer is a struggle
going on for the soul of America. There
is a moral crisis occurring that under-
scores the importance of ethical and
moral leadership in America today.

Again, I stress this because that lead-
ership, that kind of ethical and moral
leadership is what forms the bond, if
you will, between elected officeholders
and the people who really obviously
have the true power in a representative
democracy.
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I am very distressed about the events
that have been occurring back in Wash-
ington over the last few weeks, and I
have to say, as I turn to this subject, I
have to say at the beginning that I
cannot find the explanations that have
been coming out of the White House,
all the political advisers with their
spin, lawyers, the First Lady, and even
the President, I cannot find that or-
chestrated and concerted effort credi-
ble. It is not credible to me.

When I look at the compelling, even
overwhelming circumstantial evidence,
with daily revelations, I have to con-
clude that the President has not lev-
eled, has not been honest, with the
American people, and I want to say
quite sincerely that I think that de-
ceit, that stonewalling, is jeopardizing
the President’s tenure, and I think
really imperils his Presidency.

I cannot for the life of me understand
why the—and I said this a week ago
when matters first came to light—I
cannot understand for the life of me
why the President has not stepped for-
ward and put this matter to rest, ad-
dressed head on the allegations that
have been swirling around, particularly
if he was sincere and honest when he
looked at the camera, stared at the
American people in the face and said
there was nothing to these particular
allegations.

In fact, I am looking at the Presi-
dent’s quote from an article in Roll
Call, which is the Capitol Hill news-
paper from last Thursday, or Thursday,
January 22, when he was asked by a re-
porter, you said in a statement today
that you had no improper relationship
with this intern. What exactly was the
nature of your relationship with her?

This is the President’s verbatim an-
swer: Well, let me say the relationship
was not improper, and I think that is
important enough to say. But because
the investigation is going on and be-
cause I don’t know what is out—what
is going to be asked of me, I think I
need to cooperate and answer the ques-
tions.

Now, I couldn’t agree more. There-
fore, I cannot understand the deafening
silence that is coming out of the White
House.

The President goes on to say, I think
it is important for me to make it clear
what it is not. And then at the appro-
priate time, I will try to answer what
it is. But let me answer, it is not an
improper relationship, and I know
what the word means.

I don’t know when the appropriate
time would be, but I don’t think that
the President and the country are well-
served by continuing to stonewall and
deny on this issue. I think the appro-
priate time for the President to address
these allegations would have been at
the outset of this whole controversy,
when the allegations came to light. I
can only conclude that by failing to ad-
dress the allegations, which the Presi-
dent promised the American people he
would do, that that then suggests that

there is far more to this whole con-
troversy than what the President has
told the American people.

Now, let me also make clear that this
is not about some sort of sexual rela-
tions, in my view. This is all about
lying and obstruction of justice. This is
all about the fundamental responsibil-
ity, going back to that bond, if you
will, that covenant, between the elect-
ed officeholder and the people that he
or she represents, and in the case obvi-
ously of the President, that is all the
American citizens, all American peo-
ple. This is about, again, moral leader-
ship and setting the right example and
teaching our children and future gen-
erations through that example.

I have to be honest and say again
that I am really dismayed by this con-
troversy and concerned that with every
passing day there is a real problem, a
real potential, rather, that this coun-
try may become paralyzed by this par-
ticular scandal or controversy, and
that it could then potentially impede
the ability of this body, the United
States Congress, to carry out its very
important work in facing the chal-
lenges that confront us as a country as
we try again to create that better fu-
ture with more opportunity for our
children.

Now, this is another Capitol Hill pub-
lication called The Hill, dated January
28th, and I want to share these words,
because I think it underscores the mag-
nitude of what we are talking about
here.

It goes on to say, ‘‘Even if the,’’ and
they use the term ‘‘Arkansas Houdini,’’
‘‘Even if the President escapes from his
latest crisis and serves out his second
term, the Clinton presidency as we
have known it is over. His undeniable
character flaws, which his family and
friends and the voters have been will-
ing to turn a blind eye to in the past,
are now glaringly obvious, and have
cost him dearly in terms of the moral
leadership and public trust that are a
President’s greatest asset.

‘‘Americans are willing to forgive
their elected officials almost any sin as
long as they tell the truth.’’

We cannot countenance not telling
the truth. We cannot countenance
lying and deceit and stonewalling and
covering up. We cannot do that, be-
cause if we do that, we destroy the fun-
damental trust between the elected of-
fice holders and the American people,
and we contribute to this widespread
cynicism and apathy in American soci-
ety when it comes to political partici-
pation and making your voice heard
and your vote count.

It contributes to this alienation and
distance that too many American peo-
ple feel from their government, their
representative government, and their
elected representation.

The Hill goes on to say, ‘‘We do not
believe that President Clinton has done
that in the present case, and we don’t
know if he will or is enable to, without
exposing himself to charges of perjury.
As a result, he must explain and justify

the all too human failings that he man-
aged to conceal from the American
people, even as he has persuaded them
to entrust him with the highest office
in the land.

‘‘Until he does that, it will be impos-
sible for him to exert the kind of moral
leadership that is the true mark of
Presidential character. As it is, he has
forfeited the right to expect the Amer-
ican people to cut him any more slack.
He has,’’ and these are The Hill’s words
now, this publication, ‘‘He has dis-
graced and degraded the Presidency
and betrayed his family and friends, his
party and his country. His legacy is
now uncertain and his journey across
that bridge to the 21st Century is
fraught with peril.’’

And it is fraught with peril, because
I also harken to the words of a very re-
spected political commentator and
widely syndicated columnist, David
Broder, who wrote in the Washington
Post on January 21, ‘‘The controversy
surrounding the President is especially
disturbing and potentially dangerous,
because international affairs are slip-
ping from his control. Saddam Hus-
sein’s defiance of U.S. policy and UN
weapons inspection teams is becoming
more brazen,’’ although I do believe
since Mr. Broder wrote these words
that in large part, because of the Re-
publican leadership of the Congress ral-
lying to the President’s side, we have
been able to bring Hussein more into
check.

Broder goes on to write, ‘‘After the
rebuff Congress handed President Clin-
ton last year by denying him Fast
Track trade authority, he faces a dif-
ficult struggle for approval of the funds
he wants to commit to stabilizing trou-
bled Asian economist, and Bosnia looks
more and more like a place that will
keep U.S. and NATO forces he en-
meshed for years.’’

I do not necessarily agree with his
take on world events, but I think his
primary point is that we have a num-
ber of potential flash points around the
globe, we have these brush fires that
could really heat up and become a con-
flagration in different parts of the
world, and we need a President who can
exert his Presidency and use his bully
pulpit to the fullest. To do that, again,
he has to have, as The Hill suggested,
the moral leadership and the public
trust.

So I am profoundly disturbed by
what has been going on and the fact
that, from all appearances, this is
going to become a typical Washington
scandal, where the President is going
to try to hang on as long as possible,
attempting to basically divert public
attention from this particular issue,
rather than, again, confront the truth
and level with the American people, be-
cause I just do not find him, again, be-
lievable or credible when he looked at
the American people, looked that cam-
era in the eye, and denied any relations
with this young 21 year old intern.
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The other fundamental question here

is, really, doesn’t America deserve bet-
ter? I really believe the American peo-
ple deserves better leadership than
what we have had from the President,
and the only way we can get that par-
ticular leadership is, again, for the
President to level and tell the truth.

The truth is really paramount. This
is an article that was in the San Diego
Union Tribune back in December, and
it was a column that says, ‘‘Give a
child integrity for Christmas.’’ And it
talks about the sense of integrity is
the most important gift that we can
give our children. So how do we teach
them?

Then it goes on to quote a Professor
of Ethics at the University of San
Diego by the name of Larry Hinman
who says that he thinks about this
question a lot, and certainly it has
been on my mind constantly in recent
days.

Professor Hinman says he struggles
every day to teach integrity to his 5
year old daughter. Then it quotes him
as saying, ‘‘If I talk about integrity
with my child and don’t practice it, I
will actually undermine her sense of
integrity, so I try to practice what I
preach. If I tell her no shouting, I try
my best to follow my own mandate,
and I don’t shout. Keeping promises to
her is also a part of integrity. She al-
ways remembers if I make a promise,
and if I don’t deliver, she is quick to
point it out.’’

So I really believe that, again, par-
ticularly to those of us who hold a po-
sition of public trust, that we should be
held to a higher standard, and the only
way that we can meet or even exceed
that standard, is to try to demonstrate
integrity and honesty in our every deed
and in all our words.

Again, I hope that this somehow this
particular matter can be resolved, but
I worry that we are, by perhaps turning
a blind eye, by going along with the po-
litical spin, we are sending exactly,
precisely, the wrong message to our
young people about the importance of
honesty, integrity and moral leader-
ship. We have got to, as a Nation, if we
want to I think really rediscover, or re-
cover, our greatness and fulfill our des-
tiny as the greatest Nation in the his-
tory of the world, as the leader of the
world as we enter the 21st Century, we
have got to rediscover basic American
values like honesty, integrity and mo-
rality, and we have to regain really a
sense of moral outrage when people
play fast and loose with the truth.

So, again, this morning we had the
National Prayer Breakfast back here in
Washington, and this is actually a ser-
mon that was published in the paper
earlier this week by an Episcopalian
priest or minister in Falls Church, in
Northern Virginia, just across the Po-
tomac River.

In this sermon he said, ‘‘Let us pray
this week that at the National Prayer
Breakfast, that our leaders would expe-
rience a spiritual and moral renewal,
whereby they aspire to the stature of a

monarch whose highest concern is obe-
dience to God and the well-being of our
Nation; that they would be men and
women who would have the courage to
refuse to speak anything other than
the truth.’’

He goes on to say, and I think this is
really the most important lesson we
can teach our children as they develop
character, as they begin to realize the
importance of personal integrity and
honesty in all of their words and ac-
tions, he goes on to say, ‘‘Truth mat-
ters. Truth matters, and character
matters. It matters for the well-being
of our Nation. One day all truth will be
revealed when we stand at the final
judgment of God, and those who have
the courage to walk in and speak the
truth now will not be ashamed at that
final day. Whatever is true, St. Paul
says, think on that. The truth, Jesus
said, will free us. The truth matters in
the lives of our children, our homes, at
church, and in Washington.’’

I submit to my colleagues if it mat-
ters in your house, it certainly ought
to matter in the White House.
f

b 1545

EDUCATION AND SCHOOL
CONSTRUCTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGAN). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia (Ms. SANCHEZ) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, edu-
cation, education, education. I sit on
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is in-
teresting to hear so many people this
year talk about education. In particu-
lar, when I see some of them were the
ones who were cutting the school lunch
program for our children just a few
years ago. And I remember that, be-
cause I sat on the other side of the tel-
evision watching and hearing what was
being debated. Today, when we were
talking about national standards,
something we had already resolved last
year, I thought, this is not doing any
good for our children. So let us talk
about issues that really matter to our
children.

For example, school construction.
Now, this past couple of months, every
weekend when I have gone back to
Anaheim and Santa Ana and Garden
Grove, the areas and cities that I rep-
resent, I have been visiting schools. In
fact, I have probably visited almost 60
elementary and secondary schools in
my district. And since I went through
the public school system in Anaheim, I
have gone back to many of the same
schools that I graduated from. Indeed,
one of the biggest reasons that I ran
for Congress was because I wanted the
children in Anaheim to receive the
same type of education that I had re-
ceived 25 years earlier.

Well, the biggest problem we have
right now back home is that our chil-
dren have no classrooms in which to

study. In fact, I visited an elementary
school patterned exactly the way my
elementary school was patterned. The
same floor plan, where a teacher was
holding class in what used to be the
broom closet for the janitor of our
school or, for example, I took a look at
the classroom that was made from the
breezeway because we used to walk
through a silent tunnel to get from one
set of classes to the other when I went
to school, and now, doors have been
slapped on the sides and this too has
been turned into a classroom. And I
held a forum just a few weeks ago in
my district with minority leader GEP-
HARDT and JUANITA MILLENDER-MCDON-
ALD, a former public school teacher in
California, and we listened to parents
and to children and to school adminis-
trators talk about what it feels like to
be in an elementary school built for 500
with 1,100 children attending; with 23
permanent classrooms and 27 portable
classrooms on the playground, on what
used to be basketball courts, on the
grass areas, and our children are going
year-round to school. Even in Ana-
heim, we are contemplating such a
shortage of classrooms that we will
now be considering in July double ses-
sions, which means our children could
go to school early in the morning and
be late getting out in the dark, for ex-
ample.

So it becomes even more important
to address the issue of school construc-
tion, and we are trying to do that. I
have introduced a Rebuild America’s
Schools Act, which would require local
parents, teachers, taxpayers, to take
the responsibility of building new
classrooms, and we would help them by
giving them tax credits for the interest
paid on bonds they would have to pay,
they would have to pass in order to
build new schools.

Individuals would have to take local
responsibility to ensure that children
have a place to study, but we need to
help them. And in California where we
are growing by 5, 6, 10 percent a year in
the number of children who attend
schools, we must find a solution. I hope
that the bill that I have here in Con-
gress now will become law. It is pat-
terned after a program we already have
on the books, one which we passed in
August. Mr. Speaker, it is not just
urban city children who need help. It is
children in suburbs who also have
many attendees in their school dis-
tricts, it is children that I represent. It
is not just at-risk kids who we must
talk about, because all of our children
are at risk right now. They are at risk
when one child is hungry in the class-
room and bothering those who are fed.
They are at risk when there is no band
program in the school. They are at risk
when PE has been taken away because
there is no gymnasium and no money
to build those facilities, and they are
at risk when our children have no play-
grounds because there are portable
classrooms sitting there.

Let us really talk about what mat-
ters to our children.
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